Reports That Can Be Produced With EPS-HDT

Economic Profile System — Human Dimensions Toolkit

This fact sheet describes the types of reports that can be produced with the EPS-HDT software. A different fact sheet
describes how to download, install, and run the software.

EPS-HDT is a free, easy-to-use software application that produces detailed socioeconomic reports of counties, states, and
regions, including custom aggregations.

Why Use EPS-HDT?

As the economic and demographics conditions of the country change — and as values, attitudes and opinions shift — the
management of public lands becomes increasingly complex. More than ever, land managers need ready access to
information, presented in a user-friendly format. EPS-HDT was developed as a support tool for public lands managers and as
a tool for engaging the public to help understand changing socioeconomic trends.

EPS-HDT Can Produce 14 Different Reports

The software consists of an “Add-In” to Excel that can be downloaded for free from:
www.headwaterseconomics.org/tools/eps-hdt.

Click on the Add-Ins tab, click EPS-HDT and then Select Geographies to reveal a menu:
(see the additional fact sheet for step-by-step instructions)
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Any number of the 14 reports can be run at the same time for any geography in the U.S.

General Report

\/ SOCIOECONOMIC MEASURES is a report on long-term trends in population; employment; personal income; income
earned by industry; unemployment; and wages.

If a number of geographies are selected (e.g., counties or states) these are aggregated into one “Region.”
The selected geography can be compared to any custom benchmark geography selected by the user.

Detailed Reports

If you run a detailed report and select a number of geographies, they are compared to each other. They are also
compared to the “Region,” consisting of an aggregate of the lowest level of geographies (e.g., counties are aggregated
together).

The Region is also benchmarked against the U.S.

Types of Reports:
. Example page in SUMMARY, showing side-by-side comparisons between geographies:
\' SUMMARY is a report that compares the
selected geographies side-by-side in terms of Central Oregon Trends
demographics; economic sectors; land use; and  [ow have poputation. employment, and personal insome shangeda
other topics covered in other detailed reports. This page describes percent change in rployment, and real personalincome across geographies.

SUMMARY is useful for an at-a-glance” to see

key differences between geographies. Population, Percent Change, 19702008

* Between 1970 and 2008, 450% 410.6%
. . . Deschutes County, OR had the 400%
Each Report is Guided by Questions: largest percent change i 350% 2055%
population (410.8%), and the U.S. 300%
had the smallest (43.4%). 2505
H H H 200% 137.0%
For example, SUMMARY provides information that 150% { 127.0% :
100% 49.4%

can be used to address the following questions:

Crook Deschutes  Jefferson Central us
Summary County, OR County, OR County, OR  Oregon

How are geographies similar or different?

Trends Employment, Percent Change, 1970-2008
How have population, employment, and personal income changed? « Between 1970 and 2008, T00% 640.3%
Deschutes County, OR had the 00%
Prosperlty largest percs.nt change in 444.0%
How do unemployment, earnings, and per capita income vary across sapinment (540.9%), nd the
! nempicyment, g3 ahe.poreap ¥ U.S. had the smallest (99.1%) 400%
geographies? 300%
200%
Economy 128.7% 1249% 99.1%

How do non-laber income and employment in services and government
vary across geographies?

Crook Deschutes  Jefferson Central us.
County, OR County, OR County, OR  Oregon
Use Sectors
How does employment in commodity sectors vary across geographies?
How does employment in commodity sectors and in industries that

i ; : B I
include travel and tourism, vary across geographies? Pecsonsilncome, Percent Change, 1870.200

* Between 1970 and 2008, BO0% T46.T%
Deschutes County, OR had the
Federal Land largest percent change in personal
What is the extent and type of federal land, and how significant are income (746.7%), and the U.S. had
federal land payments? the smabest (164.7%).

Development
How much private land has been developed, including in the wildland-
urban interface (WUI)?

Crook Deschutes  Jefferson Central us.
Data Sources & Methods County, OR County, OR County, OR  Oregon
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DEMOGRAPHICS uses Census data to describe
the geography selected in terms of population;
age distribution; race and ethnicity; poverty
and income distribution; housing affordability;
language; and education.

Economic Sector Reports:

v AGRICULTURE covers trends in farm and ranch

employment and personal income; wages;
corporate income (including revenues and
expenses); farmland by type; farms by type;
and land occupied by farms and ranches.
Farm employment is benchmarked against the
U.S. and compared across geographies
selected.

MINING AND ENERGY describes which
industries comprise mining (including energy
development); shows how mining has
changed over time; the role of the self-
employed (which can be important in this
sector); mining wages; and how regional
trends in mining employment compare to the
US. Selected geographies are also compared
to each other.

SERVICES are the fastest growing segment of
the economy, nation-wide accounting for 99
percent of all jobs in the last three decades.
Services are diverse, and include doctors,
lawyers and engineers, as well as hotel maids
and waiters. SERVICES describes the various
components of the “services” sectors and how
employment in these has changed over time;
and compares wages between different
service sectors. Service employment for the
region is benchmarked against the U.S. and
geographies selected are compared against
each other.

Example page in DEMOGRAPHICS, showing poverty by county:

Central Oregon

|What are poverty levels?
This page describes the number of individuals and famies kving below the poverty ine, compared across geographies

Poverty: Folowing the Office of Management and Budget's Directive 14, the Census Bureau uses a set of income thresholds that vary by
famiy size and composition to detect who i poor. If the total income for a famiy or an unrelated individual falls below the relevant poverty
threshold, then the family or an unrelated individual is classified as being “below the poverty level”

Poverty, 2000

Jefferson
4 Central Oregon

151,830

Crook County,

Population 273,882,232

Famiies 543 5192 42,851 72,261,780
Individuals Below Poverty 2128 2,747 15,488 33,899,612
Famiies Below Poverty 439 541 3,026 6,620,945
Percent of Total
ndividuals Below Poverty 11.3% 9.3% 14.6% 10.2% 12.4%
Famiies Below Poverty 81% 6.3% 10.4% T1% 9.2%
Individuals and Families Below Poverty, 2000
* In 2000, Jefferson County, OR had the
largest share of individuals iving below 16% 14.6%
poverty {14.6%) and Deschutes County, 14% 12.4%

OR had the smallest (3.3%).

12% 0.4%

* In 2000, Jefferson County, OR had the
largest share of familes iving below
poverty {10.4%) and Deschutes County,
OR had the smallest (8.3%).

Central us

CrookCounty, Deschutes  Jefferson
OR Oregon

County, OR County, OR

= Individuals BelowPoverty = Families Below Poverty

Example page in AGRICULTURE, showing net farm income over time:

Farm Income

Central Oregon

W hat are the trends in farm business income?

This page [: of fi income and {in real terms ), and shows a ratio of gross income fo prodeution
expenses as an measure of profiabilty across geographies. R also shows trends (in real terms) in net farm business income and for crops
and kvestock cash receipis for the region.

Farm Business Income, 2008 (Thousands of 2009 $s)

Jefferson

OR
Total Cash Receipts & Other Income ($1000)
Cash Recepts from Marketings

355,275,761

33,856 363,347 157

Livestock & Products 18,325 9,788 15,453 43815 175,218,303
Crops 15532 11,508 49825 76,964 184,128,853
Other income 3181 &,TES 4048 13,993 31,928,604
Government Payments 700 81 2,048 2,809 12,194,028
Imputed Rent & Wisc. incoma 2,480 6,704 2,000 11,184 19,724 577
Total Production Expenses 50,442 48,926 63,972 163,240 321,689,974
Net income - -13,405 20,556 5193 -28,767 73575787

alue of nventory Change -3.633 -1,068 -1.321 5,023 -7,050,725
Total Het Income Including Cory Farms -17,033 21,625 3872 34,781 66,525,062

Ratio: Total Cash cash receipts & Other
Income/Total F E n: 0.73 058 1.08 0.82 1.23

Farm business income shown here is different than farm personal income shown on the previous page.

Total Net income Induding Corporate Farms, Central Oregon

ki)

* From 1970 tp 2008, net income including 20
corporate farms grew from $5.1 milion o & w0
($34.8) milion, 8 409.5 percent increase 2 o
T .10

§

3 -»

-40

-50

* From 1970 to 2008, cash receipts from 80
bvestock and products grew from 525.5 80
milion 1o 5436 milion, a 409.9 percent & 70
ncrease g &0
& 80

* From 1970 to 2008, cash receipts from S an
crops grew from $15.1 milion to $77.0 g a0
milion, 8 409.9 percent increase: E 20
10

1]




TRAVEL AND TOURISM describes the number of jobs in industries that include travel and tourism and displays key
statistics that are typical of tourism-related economies (e.g., seasonal employment and housing). Wages in travel and
tourism related industries are compared to the rest of the economy. The region is benchmarked against the U.S., and
geographies selected are compared to each other.

Special Note: “Travel and Tourism” consists of sectors that provide goods and services to visitors to the local economy,
as well as to the local population. These industries are: retail trade; passenger transportation; arts, entertainment, and
recreation; and accommodation and food. It is not known, without additional research such as surveys, what exact
proportion of the jobs in these sectors is attributable to expenditures by visitors, including business and pleasure
travelers, versus by local residents.

GOVERNMENT jobs can sometimes represent some of the highest paying occupations in many rural communities, and
can serve as a source of long-term stability. GOVERNMENT reports the size and trends in employment and personal
income earned in local, state and federal employment (including military); compares wages; and benchmarks the region
against the U.S. Geographies selected are compared against each other.

NON-LABOR, such as retirement and investment income, can often represent more than a third of allincome in a
county. NON-LABOR income sources include Dividends, Interest and Rent (investments) and Transfer Payments (often
age and retirement-related). The role of non-labor income in the selected geographies is explained, including long-term

trends and comparison to other income sources. The region is compared to the U.S., and geographies selected are

compared to each other.

V' TIMBER describes the industries that
comprise the timber industry (growing and
harvesting, sawmills and paper mills, wood
products manufacturing); how employment
in these sectors has changed over time; how
they compare to trends in the overall

Example page in TIMBER, showing employment by type:

Central Oregon Tilllller Elllllll]!mellt

Whal industri ise timher

This page describes the number of jobs (full and part-time) and the share of total jobs in the timber industry, broken out by thres major
categories: growing and harvesting, sawmils and paper mills, and wood products manufacturing

Employment in Timber, 2008

Crook County, Deschutes Jefferson Ceniral Oregon us

economy; the role of the self-employed; and OR___ County. OR ___County, OR '
. . Total Private Employment 5,051 60,995 3,696 69,742 120,903,551
wages. The region is compared to the U.S. Timber w54 509 998,972
. Growing & Harvesting 114 17 273 72,985
and geographies selected are compared to Forestry & Logging 104 4 ’ 66 61,311
Support Activites for Forestry 10 0 13 11,674
each other. sawmills & Paper Mills 5 2 9 321,982
Sawmils & Wood Preservation 3 100 2 35 103,455
Pulp, Paper, & Paperboard Mills o [ 0 0 123,368
Venear, Plywood, & Engneered Wood 5 55 o 95,159
Wood Products Manufacturing 818 1,506 655 ¥ 604,005
Other Wood Product Mfg. 818 1,504 665 299 282 666
H . Converted Paper Product Ifg. 0 0 F 269,544
Some data are estimated: Gom & Wood Chaniol it 0 o o o
Wood Cabinet Mg o 0 o [] 3.039
Wood Office Furniture Mfg. 0 0 o 0 16,964
a Non-Timbe: 4,067 9,504,579

Some data are withheld by the federal nTmoer 1o
i . Percent of Total

government to avoid the disclosure of T i ; Eo% R e
i i i i A Growing & Harvesting 3 55 0.1%
potentially confidential information. Fority R ot 21% 0.1% 0 55 2% 0.1%
q Support Activities for F 1 2% 0.0% 2 0.0%
Headwaters Economics uses data from the U.S. Sowmills & Paper Mils 10 5 : . 03%
Q Sawmilis & Wood Preservation 2% 3 2% 0.1%
Department of Commerce to estimate these Pulp, Paper, & Paperboard Mils 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
q o o a q Q Veneer, Plywood, & Engineered Wood 4% 0.1% 0.0% 1 0.1%
data gaps. These are indicated in italics in tables Wood Products Manufacturing 16.2% 258 18,15 ; 0.5%
. Other Wood Product Mfg 16.2% 25% 43 02%
(see example on this page). Converted Paper Product Iifg 0.0% 0,03 0.0% 02%
Gum & Wood Chemical Mfg. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Wood Cabinet Mfg, 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. Wood Office Furniture Mfg 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Headwaters Economics has developed methods Non-Timber 52 57.0% B1.4 52 992%

This table does not include data for g gl , railroads, or the self-employed because these are not reported

for estimating disclosure gaps and
documentation explaining these methods is
available from:

by County Business Patterns. Estimates for data that were not disciosed are shown in ifalics

Percent of Total PrivateEmployment in Timber, 2008
250%

* In 2008, Crook County, OR had the 20.0% 19.48% 18.61%
largest percent of total timber 3
. employment (19.48%), and L1.5. had the 15.0%
http://headwaterseconomics.org/tools/eps-hdt smaliest (0.63%)
10.0%
TET 4.99%
e 0.83%
0.0%

Crook  Deschutes Jeflerson  Central us.
County, OR County, OR County, OR  Oregen
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Thematic Reports:

V' LAND USE describes for each of the selected
geographies the land ownership (private, state,
Forest Service, BLM, etc.); different management
of federal lands (Wilderness, National
Monument, etc.); land cover (forest, grassland,
etc.); and residential development (change in
residential acres/person, urban versus exurban
development, etc.).

N AMENITIES reports a number of indicators that
may point to the role public lands can play in
providing recreational and scenic amenities that
attracts and retains people and business to
nearby communities. These include: acres of
federal lands; types of federal lands (National
Parks, Wilderness, etc.); population growth; in-
migration; growth of “footloose” service sectors
and non-labor income (retirement, investments,
etc.); travel and tourism-related industries; and
residential development. The amenity indicators
for the selected geography are compared against
the U.S.

\  DEVELOPMENT AND WILDFIRE describes the
development of homes on lands adjacent to fire-
prone forested public lands. This report shows
(for the 11 contiguous western state only) the
wildland urban interface (WUI); its size within
each county; and what percentage has been
developed with homes.

v PAYMENTS FROM FEDERAL LANDS can represent
a significant portion of county budgets. This
report shows the payments that county
government receive from federal sources,
including Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILT), the
24% Fund, and the Secure Rural Schools and
community Self-Determination Act (SRS). Where
available, mineral royalty payments are also
reported (Headwaters Economics has been able
to obtain this data only for selected states in the
West). Payments are described over time; how
they are distributed; whether they are restricted;
and their relative importance for county and
school budgets.

Example page in LAND USE, showing land ownership by county:

Central Oregon lallll ll\'lll&l‘sllill

What is the breakdown of land ownership®

This page describes the land area (in acres) and the share of the area that is private and that is managed by various publc
agencies across geographies.

Land Ownership (Acres)

Crook County, Deschutes Jefferson ..
oR County, OR County, OR C st
Total Area 1,911,110 1,854,239 1,145,830 5,011,178 1,996 864 802
Private Lands 942,897 434 747 622,166 1999810  1,362,034725
Federal Lands 941,778 1,484 137 312,180 2,718,105 410,807 046
Forest Service 431,482 958,328 27,782 1,661,592 174,239,434
BLM 510,256 505,609 40,408 1,056,513 169,251,983
National Park Service 0 0 o 0 26,240,356
Milgary 0 0 0 ] 18,400,242
Other Federal 0 0 0 ] 22,475,021
State Lands 19,113 41,102 1,402 61618 84,648,557
State Trust Lands® o 0 [ 0 33,058,328
Other State 19,113 41,102 1,402 61618 51,500,629
Tribal Lands o o 204719 204,719 58,317,338
Water 7322 14,253 5353 26,927 73,754,511
City, County, Other 1] 0 0 0 6,302,225
Percent of Total

Private Lands 48.3% 2.2% 54.3% 39.9% 68.2%
Federal Lands 48.3% 74.9% 2712% 542% 208%
Forest Service 26% 49.0% 227% 332% 87%
BLM 28.7% 26.9% 35% 211% B.5%
National Park Service 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3%
Miktary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9%
Other Federal 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.1%
State Lands 1.0% 21% 0.1% 1.2% 42%
State Trust Lands® 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7%
Other State 1.0% 21% 0.1% 12% 26%
Tribal Lands 0.0% 0.0% 17.9% 4.1% 3.0%
Water 0.4% 0.7% 0.5% 0.5% it
City, County, Other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3%

* Most state trust lands are heid in trust for designated beneficiaries, principally public schools. Managers typically lease and sell
these lands for a diverse range of uses to generate revenues for the beneficiaries.

Land Ownership, Percert of Land Area
100% -

* Deschutes County, OR has the 0% -
largest share of federal public 80%
lands (74_9‘3{:], and Ene U.5. has 0%
the smaliest (20.6%). 50% |

* The U.S. has the largest share of 0%
state publc lands (4.2%), and 40%
Jefferson County, OR has the 30%
smalest (0.1%) 20%
10%

* The U.5. has the largest share of 0% 4 i

private lands (68.2%), and
Deschutes County, OR has the
smallest (22 2%)

CrookCounty, Deschutes  Jefferson Central us.
OR County, OR County, OR  Oregon

Private Lands mFederal Lands  StateLands s Tribal Lands = Water = City, County, Other

Example page in PAYMENTS FROM FEDERAL LANDS, showing SRS payments:

Central Oregon ﬂ!ﬂel‘al lallll Pﬂlllﬁlll ng'ams

What s Forest Service Revenue Sharing?

This page describes Forest Sewvice revenue sharing programs, including the Secure Fural Schools snd Community Self-Determination
Aot [SAS), 252 Fund, snd Forest Grasslands scross geographies, and rends for the region.

Forest Service Revenue Sharing Payments, FY 2009 (2009 $s)

Forest Service Total ¥ A | 212 7572804 483,269,936

Secure Fural Schools Toral 3893136 21z 7572604 467 377,809
Tithe | 3.309.2% 536,030 6,436,683 337288412
Titke Il

311456 56,037 605,529 45,063,653

Tithe 1l 272,524 43,085 530,038 25,013,743
25% Fund o 3742127
Forest Grasslands na na
Special Acts 1] [1] 0 0 5,150,001

Percent of Total
Secure Fural Schools Toral 100.0% 00,05 LT 100,064 6.7

Tithe | 5.0 5.0 85.0% 85.0 G224

Titke Il 8.0 8.0 B0 8.0 934

Tithe W T4 7.0 7.0 7.0 5.2%
25% Fund 0o 0.0 oo 0o 2o
Forest Grasslands 0.0 0.0 na na na
Special Acts 00 0.0 0o 0.0 13

Forest Service Revenue Sharing perFY, Central Oregon

= $20.0
* FromFY 138610 FY 2009, Forest @

Service revenue sharing payments & $15.0
sheank from $18.938.77d 10 Lk $10.0
$7,572,804, a decrease of 60 £ :
percent. i 550
50.0

© m o o b 4 ® ® o [ - © @

2 % 3 8 8 3 8% 2 2 B =2 =

= e Tm i - - = A LI o 1

®Title | ®Tile!l ®Tilelll ®25% Fund ®ForestGrasslands ®SpecialActs SOWL




Methods of Benchmarking:

For GENERAL REPORT
(SOCIOECONOMIC
MEASURES) the geography

selected can be compared to a
Custom Benchmark.

The image to the right shows a
screen that appears if this report is
run, asking the user to select a
benchmark.

The image to the right shows a
screen that appears if this report is
run, asking the user to select a
benchmark.

For DETAILED REPORTS

the Region is benchmarked against
the U.S.

Detailed Reports also compare the
Region (the aggregation of the
lowest level of geographies, such
as counties) to the U.S.

The image to the right shows an
example benchamrk page from the
GOVERNMENT report.

EPS-HDT is Approved for Agency Use.

Ray Rasker, Ph.D.
Executive Director
Headwaters Economics
ray@headwaterseconomics.org
(406) 570-7044

Select Benchmark Geography &u

You have requested the Socioeconomic Measures report, so you must select one or more
geographies to use as comparison or "benchmark" geographies %
Benchmark comparisons are shown on the last pages of the Socioeconomic Measures report. HEADWATERS
ECONOMICS
Sz Selected Geographic Areas:
d United States Metro United States
Geographic Areas: ? I
United States United States -
United States Metro United States
United States Non-Metro United States |77
Alabama Metro Alabama >
Alabama Non-Metro Alabama =
Alabama Alabama
Autauga County Alabama
Baldwin County Alabama
Barbour County Alabama <
Bibb County Alabama
Blount County Alabama Ll
Title of Region I ? | Cancel | 0K |
\
County Region Government Benchmarks

How do governmentwages compare towages in other sectors?

This page describes how the region is specialized (or under-specialized) in government employment. The figure illustrates the difference
between the region and the U.S. by comparing government jobs as a share of total employment.

Percent of Total Jobs in Government, County Region vs. U.S5., 2008

Difference

h Difference in Percent
in Percent

Employment Share

Employment Share

County US. Difference Region County Region vs. U.S.
Region
Government 138% 135% 0.3%
Federal 0.9% 1.5% -0.6%
Military 0.7% 1.1% -0.5%
State & Local 123%  10.8% 1.4%
0% 10% 20% -2.0% 0.0% 2.0%
= County Region =U.S.

Further Information:

Robert Winthrop, Ph.D.
Senior Social Scientist
Bureau of Land Management
RWinthro@blm.gov
(202) 912-7287

Ashley Goldhor Wilcock, Ph.D.
Human Dimensions Program Lead
USDA Forest Service
agoldhor@fs.fed.us
(202) 205-9969

MATIGNAL STSTEM OF PUBLIC LANDS
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